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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This final action is in response to the Amendment filed on 6/1 7/05. Applicant's 
arguments have been fully considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejections. 

2. Claims 27-44 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 39-44 claim a computer useable medium that is non-statutory because it is not 
necessarily tangible. In the Applicant's Specification, the computer useable medium can refer to 
a carrier wave or other signal (page 19, lines 11-19). The Examiner recommends amending the 
claims to a "tangible medium", etc. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 27-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention: 
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a. In claim 27, "a scheduling computer" (in preamble) is indefinite because it is 
unclear in the claim language whether this refers to the "first computer" or the "second 
computer". 

b. In claim 27, "receiving a first notification from a first computer" is indefinite 
because it is not made clear in the claim language if the recipient is the "second 
computer" or if it is the "scheduling computer". It is also unclear in the claim language if 
the "scheduling computer" is a separate or same computer as the "second computer". 

c. In claim 27, "receiving a second notification from a second computer" is 
indefinite because it is not made clear in the claim language if the recipient is the "first 
computer" or if it is the "scheduling computer". It is also unclear in the claim language if 
the "scheduling computer" is a separate or same computer as the "first computer". 

d. In claim 27, "master schedule" is indefinite because it is unclear whether this is in 
the "first computer", "second computer" or "scheduling computer". 

e. Claims 33 and 39 are rejected for the same indefinite reasons. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 27-29, 32-35, 38-41, and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 



unpatentable over Wu (US 6,275,575 Bl) in view of Wookey (US 6,085,244). 
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6. As to claim 27, Wu teaches a computer-based method of scheduling executions of 
programs on a plurality of computers (see Abstract) comprising: 

(a) installing (set up and initiation) of a first program on the first computer (col 2, lines 

43-52); 

(b) installing of a second program on the second computer, wherein the operating system 
of the second computer is different from the operating system of the first computer (cross- 
platform) (col. 2, lines 23-32) ; 

(c) scheduling with a master schedule (multi-point telephone conference coordinator), 
wherein the updated master schedule indicates when the first program is to be executed on the 
first computer and when the second program is to be executed on the second computer (col. 5, 
lines 45-63); and 

(d) requesting the first computer to execute the first program and requesting the second 
computer to execute the second program according to the updated master schedule (col 5, lines 
45-67), 

7. Wu fails to explicitly teach having a master schedule based on the notifications. 
However, Wookey teaches a remote computer monitoring system in a master/slave configuration 
for the monitored computers based on an indication/notification of installation (col 2, lines 58- 
64), It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to include the remote computer monitoring system in a master/slave configuration for the 
monitored computers based on an indication/notification of installation to the existing master 
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computer network scheduling system of Wu because this would increase uptime and have higher 
productivity (col 3, lines 9-1 J). 

8. As to claim 28, Wu teaches wherein step (c) further comprises indicating in the master 
schedule that the execution of the first program depends on a condition; and step (d) further 
comprises requesting the first computer to execute the first program upon the occurrence of the 
condition (col 8, lines 53-62). 

9. As to claim 29, Wu teaches wherein step (c) further comprises indicating in the updated 
master schedule that an execution of the second program depends on an execution of the first 
program meeting a criterion; and step (d) comprises: 

(1) requesting the first computer to execute the first program; 

(2) receiving a result (entering PIN, for example) from the first computer; and 

(3) requesting the second computer to execute the second program if the result meets the 
criterion (executing if PIN is correct, for example) (col 3, lines 13-35). 

10. As to claim 32, Wu teaches wherein step (c) further comprises accepting at least one 
command from a user to define the updated master schedule (col 3, lines 13-26). 



11. 



As to claim 33, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 27. 
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12. As to claims 34-35, they are rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejections of 
claims 28-29. 

13. As to claim 38, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 32. 

14. As to claim 39, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 27. 

15. As to claims 40-41, they are rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejections of 
claims 28-29. 

16. As to claim 44, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 32. 

17. Claims 30, 36, and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wu (US 6,275,575 Bl) in view of Wookey (US 6,085,244), and further in view of 
Bowman-Amuah (US 6,606,660 Bl). 

As to claim 30, Wu fails to explicitly teach the step of monitoring processor loading 
associated with the first and second computers and adjusting the executing sequence based on the 
processor loading. However, Bowman-Amuah teaches monitoring to provide load balancing 
over a network (col 92, lines 49-67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to include the feature of monitoring processor loading 
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associated with the first and second computers and adjusting the executing sequence based on the 
processor loading to the existing system of Wu because it will help conserve resources, and 
therefore, increase throughput of the system (col 92, lines 65-67 through col 93, lines 1-4). 

18. As to claim 36 and 42, they are rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of 
claim 30. 



19, Claims 31, 37, and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wu (US 6,275,575 Bl) in view of Wookey (US 6,085,244), and further in view of 
Bauchot (US 5,970,062), 

20, As to claim 31, Wu teaches a master table with associated process identifier but Wu and 
Wookey fail to explicitly teach wherein the master table includes a priority associated with each 
process identifier. However, Bauchot teaches a Master Scheduler based on priority (col 9, lines 
52-54, col 10, lines 3-11). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include the feature of a Master Scheduler based on priority with 
the existing Master Scheduler of Wu in view of Wookey because for one, this would allow to 
distinguish processes, and second, this would ensure ordering that certain processes would occur 
first, and certain process would occur, second, etc. (col 10, lines 3-32). 
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21 . As to claim 37 and 43, they are rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of 
claim 31. 

Response to Arguments 

22. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but are now moot in view of the new 
grounds of rejections. 

Conclusion 

23. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• JP 0822 1479 A teaches having a master schedule with respects to installation with the 
advantage of preventing delays. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kenneth Tang whose telephone number is (571) 272-3772. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 6:00PM, Every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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9/1/05 




